6                           FAMOUS REVIEWS

Macaulay for this particular review may be found in the
Nodes Ambrosianae, April, 1830.

Croker, in all probability, deserved much of the scorn
here poured upon his editorial labour (though it had merits
which his critic deliberately ignores) ; Wilson, again (Nodes
Ambrosianae, November, 1831), examines, and professes to
confute, almost every criticism in the review. Croker himself
found a convenient occasion for revenge in his review of
Macaulay's History printed below.

The interesting recognition of Gladstone awakes pleasanter
sentiments ; especially when we notice the return compli-
ment (in the same Quarterly, but twenty-seven years later
than Croker's attack) of the statesman's generous tribute.
" Macaulay/' says Gladstone,c< was singularly free of vices . ..
one point only we reserve, a certain tinge of occasional vindic-
tiveness. Was he envious ? Never. Was he servile ? No.
Was he insolent ? No. ... Was he idle ? The question is
ridiculous. "Was he false ? No; but true as steel and
transparent as crystal. Was he vain ? We hold that he was
not. At every point in the ugly list he stands the trial."

ANONYMOUS

THIS earlier notice of Wordsworth is certainly in exact
sympathy with Jeffrey on the Excursion, and may very well
have come from the same pen. At any rate, it introduces
the Edinburgh attitude towards the Lakers.

The criticism of Maturin has all the tone of moral authority
which provoked many readers of the Review, and was,
probably, in part responsible for the less " measured " attitude
adopted by the Quarterly.